214        Lord Mansfield on school discipline,   [A.D. 1772.
the next day I supped with Dr. Johnson, at the Crown and Anchor tavern, in the Strand, in company with Mr. Lang-ton and his brother-in-law, Lord Binning. I repeated a sentence of Lord Mansfield's speech, of which, by the aid of Mr. Longlands, the solicitor on the other side, who obligingly allowed me to compare his note with my own, I have a full copy: ' My Lords, severity is not the way to govern either boys or men.' ' Nay, (said Johnson,) it is the way to govern them. I know not whether it be the way to mend them.'
I talked of the recent expulsion of six students from the University of Oxford, who were methodists and would not desist from publickly praying and exhorting1. JOHNSON.
as he best could.' Scotch Appeal Cases, xvii. p. 214. The judgment of the House of Lords is given in Paton's Reports of Cases upon Ap-peal from Scotland, ii. 277, as follows:—' A schoolmaster, appointed by the Magistrates and Town Council of Cambelton, without any men-tion being made as to whether his office was for life or at pleasure: Held that it was a public office, and that he was liable to be dismissed for a just and reasonable cause, and that acts of cruel chastisement of the boys were a justifiable cause for his dismissal; reversing the judgment of the Court of Session. . . . The proof led before his dismission went to shew that scarce a day passed without some of the scholars coming home with their heads cut, and their bodies discoloured. He beat his pupils with wooden squares, and sometimes with his fists, and used his feet by kicking them, and dragged them by the hair of the head. He had also entered into the trade of cattle grazing and farming—dealt in black cattle—in the shipping business—and in herring fishing.'
' These six Methodists were in 1768 expelled St. Edmund's Hall, by the Vice-Chancellor, acting as 'visitor.' Nominally they were expelled for their ignorance; in reality for their active Methodism. That they were ' mighty ignorant fellows ' was shown, but ignorance was tolerated at Oxford. One of their number confessed his ignorance, and declined all examination. But' as he was represented to be a man of fortune, and declared that he was not designed for holy orders, the Vice-Qhancellor did not think fit to remove him for this reason only, though he was supposed to be one of " the righteous over-much."' Dr. Johnson: His Friends and'his Critics,^. 51-57. Horace Walpole, Whig though he was, thought as Johnson. ' Ox-ford,' he wrote (Letters, v. 97),' has begun with these rascals, and I
hope Cambridge will wake.'
/ f ' Sir,how little kindness, in a town of low trade, a man who lives by learning is regarded ; and how implicitly, where the inhabitants are not very rich, a rich man is hearkened to and followed.    In a
